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ORIGIN OF

THE BOOK OF MORMON

-~ By THEODORE SCHROEDER

Every complete, erition] disenssion of
the divine ongin of the Book of Mor-
mon naturally divides itsolf into three
parts:—first, an examinution ps to the
sufliciency of the evidence addoced in
sopport of its miraculons snd divine
onigin; eocond, an examinution of the
internal evidences of its origin (1),
such as its verbiago, its alleged history,
elironology, smhn.eof;g. ofe.; third, an
aceounting for its teneo by purely
human agency and upon a rational
busis, remembering that Joseph Smith,
the nominal founder and first prophet
of Mormonism, was probably too ignor-
aot to bave produced the volumo un-
aided.  Under the last head, two
theories bave been advoeated by nome
Mormons, By one of these, conscious
fraud hos been imputed to Smith, and
by the cother, chie mystorios have
been explored in on cffort to sup
plant the conscions fraud by an wneon-
Brious -deception. .

In 1834, four years after ifs Arat ap
ance, an effort was made tu show
the Book of Mormon was a plag-

jariem from an unpublished novel of
Bolomon Spaulding. For a long time
this scomed the dceepted theory of all
non-Mourmons, In the past fifteen vonrs,
apparently following n the load of
Pgmident Fairchild of Obetlin  col-
legre (3), all but two of tho numerous
writers upon the subject have asserted
that the theory of the Spanlding manu-
script origin of the Book of Mormon
must be abandoned, and Mormons ns-
sert that only fools and knaves still
rofess belief in it (4) With thesa

t conclusions [ am compellod to dis:
agroe.  In setting forth my convietions
and the reasons for them, | have nnder
taken nothing entirely bew, bui hnve
only assigned myself the tusk of estab
lishing as an hislorieal faet what is now
an abundoned and almost forgotten
theory. This will be dene by marshall-
ing in its support a more complete nr-
ray of the old evidences than has been
heretofore made and the addition of
new circumstantial evidenee pot here-
tofore used in this connootion,

It will be showa (hat Solemon
8Spaunlding was mach inlerested in
Amencan antiquitices; thot be wrole a
novel  enmtitled the  ** Manuseript
Found,'’ in wlich Le attempled to ac-
eount for tho existenco of the Ameri
ean Indian by giving him an Isracl-
itish origin; thut the first incomplete
ontline of this etory, with maoy fea-
tures peculiar to itself and tho Dook
of Mormon; is now in the library of
Oberlin. collogo, and that whila™ the
gtory as rewritten was in the hauds
of a prospeetive publisher, it was stolen
from the offico onder circumstances
which enpeged Sidney Rigdon of carly
Mormwon fume to be suspected as the
thief; that laler Rigdon, ou iwo oe¢-
¢asions, exkibited a similur manuseript
whieh in one instanco lLe declarod had
been writtem by Spaulding aund left

1. Valuable contributions to this study
are Lamb's “Golden Bible' and a pamph-
Jet by Lamoni Call classifving twa thou-
sund corrections in the inepired grammar
of the first editdon of the Book of Mor-
mon.

2. The best effort along thiz llne Is
Riley's “The Founder of Mormontsm.” To
me the conclusions are very unsatiefac-
tory, because =0 many materinl consid-
erntione wore overlookod by thot author,

3. President Fairchild, In  the New

York Obsorver for February 5, 1855, that
belng Immedlately after his discovery of
the Oberlin  Manugeript, says: “That
theory of the origin of the Book of Mor-
mon in the traditional manuseript of Folo-
mon Spaulding will probably hove to be
relinquished, . « Mr, Rice, myself
aud others compared It with the Book of
Mormon, and conld detéct no resemblance
botween the twe In genernl or detall,
+ - SBome othor explanation of the origin
of the Bock of Mormon must be found,
it an explanation is roguired.” (Repro-
duced In Whithey's History of Ulah'" &6
Tilmage's “Articles of Fuith," 278.)

Ten yenrs later Mr., Fudrohild is not
go brash In assuming the Cberlin Manu-
script to be the only Spaunlding Mansgeript,
and ho certifies only thet the Oberlin
Manuscript "is not the original of the

of Mormun." (Letler dited Qol. 17,
1805, published In wol 1x., Millennial Star,
p. 697, Nov. 3, 1895, Talmoge's “Articles
of Falth' 275.)
Fulrchild's Latest Siatement.—1In 1000
President Fufrehild wrote Lthe Rev. J. Dy
Nuturﬁ ns follows:

“With regard to the manuseript of Mr,
Bpaulding now In thae Hbra

of Oberlin
enliege, 1 have never statod, and know
ef no one who can state, that [t ls the
only manuseript which Spaulding wrote,
g that it 1s ?tﬂay t}jhe ur;elwnl;lcr!l hgs
en By © e original of the
Book otp g;:rmon. The dizcovery of this
M2, doer not prove thnt there may not
m been another, which became the
of tho Book of Mormon, The use
which has boen made of slulements ema-
nating from me us Implying the contrary
of the above is entlrely unwarranted,
i, T “Ja\h‘l}"iﬁmﬂ. ?:}Iltm‘.ﬂ X
3 e Deser wa editorially says
on July 19, 1800:
“The discovery of tha manuscript writ-
by Mr. IB(;U.MII:;. and lts deposit In
e lilrary Oberlin collega, O.,, . . .
[ eompletnl;'hmtlshe& the theory
onos ralled n superfcial minds that
the Boolk of on wns concocted from
that manuscript, that it has bean ontirely
mndm opponents of Morman-
oxcopt the densely lgnorant of on-
serupuiously dlahonest.”
And this on May 14, 1801:
“It is only tho densely ignorant, the

toi deprayed, and clorgyme

ant ung?nwm affticted v?ltgn‘ Gli“nﬁ
on robies, who sl uwe the Spauld-

ing story to necount for the origin of

the Book of Mormon*

with a printer for Eublirntinn. 1t will
bo shown further that Rigdon had op

rtunity Lo steal tho manuseript and
hat he foreknew tho forthecoming and
the contents of the Book of Mormon;
thut through Parley P. Pratl, later one
of the first Mormon aposties, a dplmu
and cortain conneetion is traced be-
tweon Siduey Rigdon und Joseph Smith
and that they were friends belweon
1827 and 1830, To all this will be
added very conclusive evidence of the
identity of the distinguished fentures
of Spaulding’s *‘Manuseript Found''
and t?o Book of Mormon., These facts,
coupled with Smith’s ndmitted el
lectual incapacity for producing the
book unaided, will elose the argument
upon this branch of the question, and
it i5 hoped will convinee all not in the
meshes of Mormonism that the Book of
Mormon is 4 plaginrism, To those
Mormons whose minds are untainted by
mysticism, who bhave tho intelligonee
to weigh evidence und the courage to
proclaim convictions opposed to ac
cepted cliurch theories—to such Mor-
mons, though mot convineed that the
evidonee hore reviewed smounts to &
demonstration, it mist be Lhat this es

say will yet furnish even to them a
moro believable and more probable
theory of the origin of the Book of

Mormon than-the one which involves
a helief in undemonstrable miracles us
well as matters entirely outside of all
other experience of sane homans, Cere
tainly the theory here advanced ro:
?uircs for its belief the aceeptance of
ess of improbable nssumption than
does any other oxplanation offered.
With this statement of what it is ox.
peoted to accomplish we m-.‘?v proceed
to review the evidence in detail.

Solomon Spaulding and his First Man-

useript.

Salomon Spaulding was born in 1761
at Asbford, Conn., graduated from
Dartmouth in 1785, graduated in theo-
logy in 1787, and beeamo an obscuro

reacher, Tho facl that Spaulding had
ecome gn infidel (5), that in rowriting
tho first outline of his story He adopted,
us he auid, ““the old Seripture style’ to
make it soem more sncient (6), and
the further fact that he told at least
four persons at diffurent times that his
story wonld some duy beo accepted as
veritable history (7)—all of these, com-
bined with the peculiar product, tend
to ghow Lbat one motive for the writing
of this supposed novel may havo been
the author's desiro to burlesgno the
Bible and furnish a practical demon:
stration of the gullibility of the masses.
. While at Dartmouth college, Spauld-
ing hud as a clagsmate the dubsequently
famous imposter and eriminnl, Stephen
Burroughs (8), which faet furnishes in-
toresting material for reflection us to
how far the subsequent il fume of
Burroughs,  couple with  personal
acqunintance, may havo operated in
S{mnld‘mﬁ 48 a fruitfol snggestion in-
duocing this labor ns a means of socur-
ing fame through fraud. If Spaulding
did not see the possibility of a new an

rofitable religion in his ** Manuscript
found, " then ho wns more short-sight-
ed than was a nephew of his named
King. This nephew told one Hale, a
school teacher, of his belief that he
could start o new rcligion gut of this
novel and make money thereby, at the
same time briefly outlining o plan very
similar to the ono long ufterward
adopted by Smith, Rigdon and com:
pany (9). wa can }lim:o any eon
fidenca in the report of an intorview
between a Mormon ‘‘elder’’ and a
nephew of Solomon Spaulding, them it
would appear that in the opnion of
the latter’s brother Solomon Spaulding
was not & man who would be, by con-
seientions scraples, deterrod from prac.
ticing such a fraud, if belioved profit-
able (10). Be that as it may, Spanld-
ing did hope by the sule of his literary
production Lo make sufficiont moncy to
enable him to pay his debts (11).”

In 1809 Solomon Spaulding and
Menry Lake built and conductod a
forge at Salom (now Conneaut), O,

where, 1n 1812, tho former made Lis zsoe-
ond business failuro (12),

Spaulding, being an invaklid, 08
gessod of @ good oducation and habits
of study, naturally took to literary
work, which ha probably aummenec]
goon after 1809 (18), and eontinued un-
til bis death in Oectober, 1816. During
this seven years le secms to have
written several other manusceripts (14)
besides the two with which we are di-
rectly concerned.

Necessurily Spuulding’s surroundings

5. Een Addendum to Spaulding Manu-
poript a4t Oberlin collegoe and Howe's
“Mormonism Unvelled," 288,

. Howe's “"Mormonlsm Unvelled,"” 288,
" 1& !I:qulu “Mormonism Unvelled,” #83,

8. “Mamaoirs of Stephen Burrovglis,'" p.
26, ed. of 1¥11, shows Burroughs fo have
antered Dartmouth In 1781, which must
have beon Spaulding's dote of eatry, Le
having gradunted in 1755

9. ""New Light ol( Mormonism," 201,

10, xxxv. nis' Herald, §20.
;1. Howe's “Mormonism Unwvellsd,"
12, “Prophot of Palmyra," 443; Howe's

‘Mormomism Unvelled,” 279 and 282,
“Niew Light on Mormondsm,” 13
13. Howe's “Mormonism Unvelled,"
270; “"New Light on Mormonlem,” 13-14.
14. Howd's ‘Mormonism Unveiled,"
284; “"New Light un Mormonism' 20,

ve oo direotion to the eourse of his
iterary efforts. FEovironed as lie was

in a country where once dwelt the
mound builders, and having  himself
eansged one of the mounds to be

openad, with the resultimg discovery of
bones and relies of 4 supposcdly pro-
historie eivilization (15), like thous-
ands before kim, he was led to specu.
lute upon the churacter of that eiviliza-
tion and the origin af these ancient poo
les, Josiah Priest, in bhis ** Wonders

f Nature oand Providence’' (1824),
quotes over 40 nuthors, balf of whom
are Americans, and all of whom, prior
to 1524, advoeuted an Israclitish origin
of the American I[ndinn, Some of
these doted as far back as Clavigaro, a
Catholic priest in the seventeenth cen-
tury.

In Spaunlding’s first wriling of his
m:mumr:?t stnrg'. he pretended to find
a roll of puarchment in n stone box
within m ¢eave. In the Latin langnage,
Lhis coptained an account of a party of
Roman sea voyagers, who, in the timo
of Constantine, were, by storms, drifted
ashore on the American continent, One
of their number Jeft this record of Lheir
travels, of Indian wars and customs,
which record Spanlding pretonds  to
have found and to translate (16). How
that resembles a synopsis of the Book
of Mormonl

In 1834, when E. D. Howe bad in
pr-}rumtiun hig book, ** Mormonism Un-
veiled,”” wherein the Spaulding story
was first exploited, this first manuseript
was given by Spaulding’s family to D.
P, Hurlbart, the agent of Howo. The
Spaulding family, without having made
any oxamination whatever aof the pa:
pers delivered to Hurlburt, scem  al-
ways to bave believed (I7), though
without any evidence, that he reccived
nnd sold to the Mormonps the rewiitien
story entitled *‘Mapuseript Found,”'
which will bo moro fully discussed here-
after, From Howe this first manu-
seript story went into tho posscssion (!
oue L, L. i{icc, who bought out Howe's
business, and later, with other eileeta
of Rica's, it wns shipped to Honoluln,
und there, in 1584, gecidentally discov-
ered by President James . Faarchild of
Oberlin college (18).  This manuseript
18 now in the Oberlin library, and has
been published by two of the Moriin
seets a8 being *a refutation of the
Spaulding origin of the Book of Mor-
mon. It eun be sueh refutation only
to those who wetake it for amother
story. Howe, in 1884, published a fair
synopsis of the menuseript wow at
Oberlin (19) and snbmitted the onginal
to the witnesses whko testified fo  the
many points of identity batwoen
Spuilding’s ‘‘Manuseript Foond’' and
the Book of Mormon, These switnesses
then (in 1834) recognizad tho manu-
seript, sceured by Huorlbort and now at

Oberlin, ng being one of Spuulding’s,
hut not the one which they ssserted
was similar to the Book of Mormon.

They further said that Bpaulding had
told them that he had altered his orig-
inal plan of writing by going farther
back with his dates and writing in tho
old Beripturs style, in order that his
tlory might appear more ancient (20).

Accor xﬁ to many witnesses, the re-
written *‘Manuseript Found”’ (like the
Book of Mormon) was an altempt st
imitating the literary styls of tho
Bible. Bo was tho manuseript sub-
mitted to Patterson, sccording to his
own statement (21). No sueh indi-
cations are found in the Oberlin man-
nseript, which further evidenees thut
it is not the munuseript of which the
witnesses testified, and which Patter
gon says was submitted to him, The
Oberlin manuseript ulso furnishes in-
ternal evidences of an improbability
that it was ever submitted to a pub-
lisher by any man as sane and well
educated as was Spaulding, The plot
of the story is incomplete, and the
manaseript 15 full of interlineations,
ullerations, careless or phonetic spell-
ing, and misnsed capital letters. Thoese
are all easmly explainnble covsistenlly
with Spauolding’s erudition, 1f we view
the munuseript as a hasty and carcless
blocking out of his literary work, but
it is not ln snch o condition as would
make him willing to submit it to a
publisher,

f we benr in mind that from the
beginning it was assarted that this man
ugeript now at Oberlin was not the one
from which the Dook of Mormon was
alleged to have heen plagiarized, then
President Fairchild 's conclusion that it
disproves such plagiarism of eourse be-
comes abgurd and only demonstratbes
his ignorance of the carly testimany
upon which wsa asserted the connee
tion of the Book of Mormon and an

16, “New Light an Mormoniam,” 4.

18, *“The Manuscript TFoupd.' For
Howe's syvnopsls see “Mormonlsm Un-
vedled,' 248, Whitney's  “History of

Utah,” 49.51

17. “New Llght on Mormonism,"
Mre, Ellen F. Dickineon.

18, Publislier’s Preface to “The Manu-
gerlpt Found,;” iv. Deserct News, July 10,
190; L Whitney's “History eof 1ltah,” p.
49; Talmage's “Articles of Fuailh," 278-9

by

10, IHowe's “Mormonism  Unwveiled,'
288; L Whitney's “History of Utah,* 49.

gu. Howe's “Mormonlem  Unvelled,”
288.

21, “The Spaulding Story Examined

and Kxposed.'”” by John K. Page, 7; “Who
Wrote the Book of Mormon?' %, “"Mor-
monlsm Bxpored,’” by Willinms,

other manunseript. This aléo disposes of
the Mormon argnment most froquentl

urged against the theory bere

voeated.

Either through like ignoranes of the
ovideneo of 18340 that this wns not the
manuseript then being testified about,
or throngh n willingness to play upon
the igunorance of others, the two leads
ing sects of Mormons bhave published
thig flrst manuseript as a refutation of
a theory which no one ever advoonted,
viz: That the manuseript now at Ohers
lin was the thing from which Smith ef
al plagiarized the Book of Mormon. In
my judgment, the poblication of thig
first incomplote manuscript story fure
vishes additional evidenco thal the ree
written story did constitute the foumy
dation of the Book of Mermon. When
wo remomber what was anid in 1834 aa
to the character of changes made in ree
writing, and that the rewntien story
was revampod by Smith, Rigdon and
company, wo are sstonished at tho nnme
ber of similarities retained; as, for 1
stance, the finding of tho story m a
stone box, its translation into English,
the attempt to necount for a portion af
tho population of this continent, the
wars of extermination of two fuctions,
the impossible slavglters of primitive
warfare, and the physioally impossible
armics which  wers thered without
modern Cacilities of either transporios
tion or the furnishing of sapplice—the
fact that after two rewritings, the see
ond being by new authors, there ehould
remain  these  wvery unuvsunl feature
makes the diseovery and publieation o
this first manpsgeript only an additional
evidence that the second one did fars
nish the basis of the Book af Mormong

By alwaye remombering these sepe
arnte manuseripts and their different
histories, much seeming confliet of ovi
denee can be explained, mistaken cons
clusions acconnted  for, asd confosion
nvoided. The Mprmons, in their pube
lication of this first munuseript story,
have labelled it “‘The  Manuseriph
Founil,'” thongh no sneh Litle is disgeows
orable anywhera upon or in the body
of the manugeript in the Oberlin
library (22). The evident purpose of
this i to further ecounfound thut first
story with the sccond or rewritten man=
useript which it will be demonstrated
really wus used in constructing the
Boolk of Mormon, and which manusezipt
the witneeses to be hereafter intraduced
deseribed by that title. Having traced
Lo its final resting-place at Oberlin cok
lege the first manuseript story, which
had no direet conneetion with the Book
of Mormon nnd never was claimed to
have suel, let us now, if wo ¢an, trace
into the Book of Mormon Spuulding's
rewritten story, entitled **The Mang
seript Found.”™

Spanlding's Rewritlen Manuscript,

Spaulding commenced his writing
abont 1808, changing his plans while
still at Conneaut, that is, prior ta
1812 (23), at which loter date tho roe
written story of “‘The Muanuseript
Found'' was &lill incompleta (24). ?n
1812 Spaulding borrowed some moncy
with whick to go to Pittshurg, hopin
thers to get lis novel published an
thus make it possible for him to pa
his debts (25). Im I‘ittahur;: Sp:u:l:g
ing submitted his manuscript to one
Robert Pattorsen, then engaped in the
qublu_%hmg business (£6). Tho exach
dito is not known, but it is proluble als
most to eertainty that Bpaulding would
do this immedialely upon his avrival in
Pittsburg in 1813, sinco that was oue
of his definite purposes in going therm
Spaulding’s widow is reporied as suye
ing: *‘*At length the manunseript waa
returnod to the nothor, and soon aftem
we removed to Ami!.y. Washington
county, Pennsylvania“’ (27), The ree
turn of the.manuseript before 1514, the
date of the removal to Amity, is made
pdditionally certuin by the testimony of
Redick  MeKeo L:}‘n nnd .Iu;jl-ph.
Miller (20). This additionn]l ovidencey
especially that of the latter, mnkes it
pliin that Spaulding had his rewriiicn
munnseript at Amity, thus demonstrats
iog itz return to Spanlding before the
latter’s removal from Pitsburg. Tho
evidences of idontity betweon the muan-
ngeript  testified pout as being af
Amity, nud Spanlding's rewritten storyy
leave no doubt. The review of Lhis ¢vis
dence of identity will be postponed nme
til we come to review the other ovi
dences of identity between ““Tho Mo
useript Found' and tho Book of Mor
mon,

It is said that Patterson returned the
maunuseript to Spauliog with the ad-
viee to *‘polish it up, finish it, auod

Qontinued on FPage Eleven,
22, xxxv. Salnt=' Herald, 130; “Prophe
469,

¢t of Palmyra,''
2, Howe's “Mormonlem
"

Unvelled,*

T
283.

26, Howe's
2823

Howe's “Mormonisu Unvelled,™

“Mormoni=m  Unyvolled,™

6, “New Light on Mormondsm,' 16-17;
“"History of the Mormons.'" 41, *“Wto
Wrate the Book of Mormon ™' 7

27, “Gleaninga by the Way,'" u2:

“Mormon’s Own Book,'" #; “Prophet of
Palmyrn,* 413; “History of the Mormons,'”
i3

1) Washinglon (Pa) Reporter of April
B Whoe Wrote the Book of Mor-
of

“Prophet Pulmyra,'™




